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- TAie MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

• If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 19 December 2005 . 
2a)E3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-10 and 12-17 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) (EI Claim(s) 8-10 and 12 is/are allowed. 

6) [X] Claim(s) 1-4,6,7,13-15 and 17 is/are rejected. 

7) [3 Claim(s) 5, 16 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Status of Application 

1. Applicant's amendment, filed December 19, 2005, has been entered in the 
application. Claims 1-10, and 12-17 are pending, claims 13-17 having been newly 
added. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 1-4, 6, 7, 13-15 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wanzl (US 5,836,596, cited previously) in view of Chen (US 
6,152,340, cited previously). Wanzl teaches a shopping trolley (1) with a basket (5) 
comprising a small-item tray (55) fixed to an inside of an end wall of the trolley, the end 
wall (23') having an indentation (47) which starts from- and concludes at- upper ends of 
the end wall (e.g., closely proximate the respective distal ends of the border of 47) on 
which indentation the tray is supported, the tray having a front wall (27') which has a 
downward projection which engages a top face of the center of the indentation, wherein 
the front wall (27') is parallel to a wall of the cart (27, 23') when installed; the tray 
additionally having at least a pair of further projections (at the sides of 27') all of which 
serve as support elements when the tray is engaged with a cart, and further includes at 
least a pair of forwardly projecting sides (connecting 27' and 55) for supporting the tray. 
Wanzl further notes that various other connection devices such as snap-in catches and 
screws (see col. 5, lines 57-65) may be used for connecting various parts of the 
arrangement together, and that the arrangement is not limited to two interengaging 
parts, but may comprise more elements. 

The reference to Wanzl fails to teach the use of a separate U-shaped clamping 
strip which clips over a portion of the tray and a portion of the end wall, having a snap- 
locking structure and gripping grooves. Chen teaches a connector (501) which is 
adapted to perform as a snap-fit clip and which fits over and connects to both of a top 
portion of a small item basket (40) and a support structure (105) on a cart, the clip 
having a U-shape including a pair of arms, and further including snap-fit locking devices 
(5012), and grooves (formed between 501 and 501 1) which may be used for gripping. It 
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would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
provide a connector device as taught by Chen to connect between a portion of the cart 
and item tray taught by Wanzl (for example extending along respective top edges of 
both the item tray and front cart wall), for the purpose of allowing the tray to be quickly 
secured in position on the cart. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 8-10 and 12 are allowed. 

5. Claims 5 and 16 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Comments 

6. Applicant's comments, filed with the amendment, have been carefully 
considered. Applicant has argued that Wanzl's tray is mounted at the top of a cart, while 
Chen provides a basket underneath a stroller portion. The examiner does not disagree, 
however these comments do not appear to be directed to a particular distinction set 
forth positively in the claims. Applicant may be attempting to suggest that the relative 
positions of the elements in the references precludes their combination, though this is 
not explicitly set forth in the arguments. Applicant is reminded that the test for 
obviousness is not whether the features of a secondary reference may be bodily 
incorporated into the structure of the primary reference; nor is it that the claimed 
invention must be expressly suggested in any one or all of the references. Rather, the 
test is what the combined teachings of the references would have suggested to those of 
ordinary skill in the art. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981). 

Applicant continues, asserting that one of ordinary skill in the art would not be 
motivated to use a clamp, since the tray is "simply slid into place..." (page 6 of the 
comments). This does not constitute a complete analysis of that which is actually taught 
by Wanzl, and the examiner expresses some surprise that applicant would set forth 
such an analysis. Firstly, the examiner notes that installation and securing are not the 
same. Secondly, the examiner notes Wanzl's disclosure at col. 5, lines 36-41, which 
points out that the tray is not just "simply slid into place" at which time the installation is 
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concluded, rather, a further fastener is used, which requires the use of a tool at least for 
disconnection. Thirdly, Wanzl may not anticipate the use of a specific clamping device, 
however Wanzl's disclosure does specifically envision the use of a snap in catch (see 
col. 5, line 62). The examiner further notes that the use of a catch for fast 
attachment/detachment is specifically envisioned by the modifying reference to Chen 
(note col. 3, line 20), and as such, the motivation for combining is clearly and 
specifically set forth in the prior art. 

In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of 
obviousness is based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that 
any judgment on obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon 
hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into account only knowledge which was 
within the level of ordinary skill at the time the claimed invention was made, and does 
not include knowledge gleaned only from the applicant's disclosure, such a 
reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 
1971). 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry specifically concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to F. Vanaman whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6701. 

Any inquiries of a general nature or relating to the status of this application may 
be made through either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for 



Application/Control Number: 10/679,280 
Art Unit: 3618 



Page 5 



unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

A response to this action should be mailed to: 

Mail Stop 

Commissioner for Patents 

P. O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, 
Or faxed to: 

PTO Central Fax: 571-273-8300 



F. VANAMAN 



Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 36^ ^ 




